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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This Office action is responsive to Applicant's submission filed on November 13, 2007. 
Claims 1-6, 8, 9 and 11-21 are pending. 

Response to Amendment 

2. The rejection of claim 10 under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, is withdrawn in view 
of Applicant's amendment canceling that claim. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant contends that "nowhere does Bonnell disclose or suggest that the manager 
software 200 and agent software 202 are used as performance management tools" (remarks, page 
6). Applicant states that "Bonnell is directed to scheduling and execution of applications, but 
most definitely not to software that collects performance management information, as one of 
ordinary skill in the art would understand this term" (remarks, page 6). 

However, the examiner respectfully disagrees with Applicant's characterization. The 
agent software system in Bonnell is most certainly a performance management tool. Applicant 
notes that the agent software system includes a run queue scheduler that checks a timer and 
"wakes up" to execute jobs or commands (remarks, page 6). Indeed, this is an example of 
managing performance. Applicant seems to imply that a performance management tool is 
necessarily "software that collects performance management information," but the term is not so 
limited in the claims. Nonetheless, Bonnell describes other examples, such as the process cache 



Application/Control Number: Page 3 

09/865,441 

Art Unit: 2192 

manager within the agent software system that fills a process cache periodically with information 
concerning the processes that are present on the host server computer at any given moment (see, 
for example, column 3, lines 44-49). Bonnell further describes a parameter and recovery action 
manager within the agent software system that monitors resources on the server computer such 
as "disk space remaining" and takes action to recover from alarm levels (see, for example, 
column 3, lines 53-58). Thus, to one of ordinary skill in the art, given a broad and reasonable 
interpretation of the claims, the agent software system in Bonnell represents a performance 
management tool. 

Moreover, the rejections are based on combinations of references. The test for 
obviousness is not that the claimed invention must be expressly suggested in any one or all of the 
references. Rather, the test is what the combined teachings of the references would have 
suggested to those of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 
(CCPA 1981). Applicant implicitly admits that the Knight reference teaches performance 
management tools (remarks, page 7). 

Applicant contends that "Bonnell does not, as the Examiner asserts, disclose or suggest 
modifying the configuration of performance management tools" (remarks, page 6). Applicant 
indicates that Bonnell teaches "a modification of the information that the software agent 202 
provides," but contends that "nowhere does Bonnell disclose or suggest that either agents or 
performance management tools themselves are modified" (remarks, page 7). 

However, the examiner respectfully subjnits that modifying the information that the agent 
software system is to provide to the console is, in fact, modifying the configuration of the agent 
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software system. Applicant refers to the data structures illustrated in FIG. 18 of Bonnell 
(remarks, page 7). Bonnell states that the interest masks illustrated in FIG. 18 "associate all of 
the information necessary to determine whether a given registered console is 'interested' in 
receiving information corresponding to the object that owns the interest mask" (column 11, lines 
42-46). After the console sends a registration message to the agent, Bonnell states, "The agent 
then makes appropriate entries in the interest masks discussed in relation to FIG. 1 8 in order to 
reflect the registering console's requests" (column 12, lines 10-13). Thus, the interest masks 
represent the configuration of the agents, and Bonnell therefore teaches modifying the 
configuration of the agents. Accordingly, Bonnell teaches modifying the configuration of 
performance management tools. 

Furthermore, the examiner notes that the claims recite modifying the configuration of the 
performance management tools, and not somehow modifying the performance management tools 
themselves, as Applicant seems to imply. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences betweenjthe subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-6, 8, 9 and 11-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 5,655,081 to Bonnell et al. (art of record, "Bonnell") in view of U.S. Patent 
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No. 6,792,392 to Knight (art of record, "Knight") and in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,272,677 to 
Lam et al. (art of record, "Lam"). 

With respect to claim 1 (previously presented), Bonnell teaches a method for 
automatically configuring performance management software in a computer system (see, for 
example, the abstract), comprising: 

inventorying and discovering applications (see, for example, application discovery 
manager 78 in FIG. 12 and column 7, lines 1-8, which shows discovering applications in the 
computer system). 

In Bonnell, agent software system 202 in FIG. 12 is a performance management tool. 
Bonnell teaches identifying performance management tools (see, for example, step 298 in FIG. 
19), but does not expressly disclose: 

inventorying and discovering performance management tools. 

However, in an analogous art, Knight teaches discovering performance management tools 
(see, for example, column 2, line 66 to column 3, line 2, which shows finding performance 
DLLs, and column 2, lines 50-55, which shows that the performance DLLs are performance 
management tools) to automatically configure performance management software (see, for 
example, counter collection application 14 in FIG. 1 and column 2, lines 9-12). This enables the 
performance management software to monitor different subsystems without knowing in advance 
what performance management tools are available (see, for example, column 2, lines 25-29 and 
56-61, and column 3, lines 15-18). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to supplement the method of Bonnell so as to inventory and discover 
performance management tools, as Knight suggests. In Bonnell, this would enable the manager 
software system 200 in FIG. 13, for example, to monitor and manage resources in different 
computer systems (see, for example, column 6, lines 61-67) without knowing in advance what 
agents are available. 

Bonnell in view of Knight further teaches: 

generating an inventory list of the applications and the performance management tools 
(see, for example, object database 49 in FIG. 13, and column 2, lines 36-42, which shows 
generating such inventory information). 

using the inventory list, modifying configuration of the performance management tools in 
response to the discovered applications so that the performance management tools operate 
differently in response to changes on the system being analyzed (see, for example, column 12, 
lines 1-31, which shows modifying the configuration of the agents, and column 12, lines 32-63, 
which shows that the agents operate differently in response to such changes), wherein the 
configuration of the performance management tools consists of application-specific interfaces, 
performance thresholds, collection parameters and alarms applicable to specific performance 
management tools and the current operating system environment (see, for example, column 11, 
lines 17-41, which shows that the configuration includes application-specific interfaces and 
collection parameters, and column 13, lines 9-22, which further shows that the configuration 
includes performance thresholds and alarms). 
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Bonnell in view of Knight further teaches automatically initializing the agents in response 
to the discovered applications to reflect the configuration of the agents (see, for example, column 
10, lines 42-58), but in terms of "reinitializing" the agents, does not expressly disclose: 

automatically restarting, without intervention of an administrator, the performance 
management tools in response to the discovered applications to reflect changes to the 
configuration of the performance management tools. 

Nonetheless, Lam teaches automatically restarting agent software systems to reflect 
changes in the configuration of the agents (see, for example, column 4, lines 12-40). This 
eliminates the need for manual intervention (see, for example, column 4, lines 40-45). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to implement the method of Bonnell and Knight so as automatically restart 
the performance management tools in response to the discovered applications to reflect changes 
to the configuration of the performance management tools, as Lam suggests. Such as in Lam, 
this would eliminate any need for administrator intervention. 

With respect to claim 2 (original), the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and Bonnell in 
view of Knight and Lam further teaches that the method is executed upon start up of the 
computer system (see, for example, Knight, column 2, line 66 to column 3, line 2, which shows 
that the method is executed upon startup). 

With respect to claim 3 (original), the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and Bonnell in 
view of Knight and Lam further teaches that the method is executed on demand (see, for 
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example, Bonnell, step 1 18 in FIG. 8, which shows that the method is executed on demand based 
on a signal from the manager software system); 

With respect to claim 4 (original), the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and Bonnell in 
view of Knight and Lam further teaches that the method is executed periodically (see, for 
example, Bonnell, step 1 16 in FIG. 8, which shows that the method is executed periodically 
based on a timer). 

With respect to claim 5 (original), the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and Bonnell in 
view of Knight and Lam further teaches that the method is executed automatically (see, for 
example, Bonnell, column 7, lines 1-8, which shows that the method is executed automatically). 

With respect to claim 6 (original), the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, Bonnell in 
view of Knight and Lam further teaches that the step of generating the inventory list comprises 
writing inventory information to an ASCII-format file (see, for example, Bonnell, column 3, 
lines 62-63, which shows that such information is written to an ASCII-format file). 

With respect to claim 8 (original), the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and Bonnell in 
view of Knight and Lam further teaches that the inventory step comprises inventorying installed 
application programs and installed performance management tools (see, for example, Bonnell, 
application discovery manager 78 in FIG. 12 and column 7, lines 1-8, and see, for example, 
Knight, column 2, line 66 to column 3, line 2). 
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With respect to claim 9 (original), the rejection of claim 8 is incorporated, and Bonnell in 
view of Knight and Lam further teach inventorying active application programs and active 
performance management tools (see, for example, Bonnell, application discovery manager 78 in 
FIG. 12 and column 7, lines 1-8, and see, for example, Knight, column 2, line 66 to column 3, 
line 2), wherein the active application programs and performance management tools are flagged 
to indicate an active status (see, for example, Bonnell, column 11, lines 31-35, which shows that 
active applications are flagged). 

With respect to claim 1 1 (original), the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and Bonnell 
in view of Knight and Lam further teaches storing the inventory list and the performance 
management tools configuration in a memory (see, for example, Bonnell, storage devices 24 and 
26 in FIG. 11). 

With respect to claim 12 (previously presented), the claim is directed to an apparatus that 
is analogous to the method of claim 1 (see the rejection of claim 1 above). Note that Bonnell in 
view of Knight and Lam further teaches a registry that reads information from hardware devices, 
application programs, and performance management programs (see, for example, Knight, system 
registry 22 in FIG. 1). 

With respect to claims 13-17 (original), the rejection of claim 12 is incorporated, and the 
elements recited in the claims are analogous to those of claims 2, 4, 6, 8 and 9, respectively (see 
the rejection of claims 2, 4, 6, 8 and 9 above). 
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With respect to claim 18 (original), the rejection of claim 12 is incorporated, and Bonnell 
in view of Knight and Lam further teaches an interface that provides manual updating of the 
inventory file (see, for example, Bonnell, graphical user interface 50 in FIG. 13, and FIGS. 5a 
and 5b, which shows that such information is manually updatable). 

With respect to claim 19 (previously presented), the claim is directed to a method that is 
analogous to the method of claim 1 (see the rejection of claim 1 above). 

With respect to claim 20 (original), the rejection of claim 19 is incorporated, and the 
elements recited in the claim are analogous to those of claims 1, 2 and 10 (see the rejection of 
claims 1, 2 and 10 above). Note that Bonnell in view of Knight and Lam further teaches 
manually amending the inventory file (see, for example, Bonnell, graphical user interface 50 in 
FIG. 13, and FIGS. 5a and 5b, which shows that such information is manually amendable). 

With respect to claim 21 (previously presented), the rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, 
and Bonnell in view of Knight and Lam further teaches enabling the administrator to manually 
edit the generated inventory list and a configuration of the performance management tools 
differently for each installed application and performance management tool, and according to the 
current operating system environment (see, for example, Bonnell, graphical user interface 50 in 
FIG. 13, and FIGS. 5a and 5b, which shows that such information is manually editable, and 
column 4, lines 30-56, which further shows that the agents are configured differently for 
different applications and operating environments). 
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Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael J. Yigdall whose telephone number is (571) 272-3707. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 7:30am to 4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tuan Q. Dam can be reached on (571) 272-3695. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center "(EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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